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TELEPHONE INTERVIEW OUTLINE 



Dear Examiner Gauthier: 

Thank you for agreeing to discuss the above-identified case over a telephone 
interview scheduled for Tuesday, January 13, 2004 at 2 P.M. As noted during our 
previous conversation, this outline is an unofficial communication to summarize the 
issues I would like to discuss during that telephone interview. The purpose of my request 
for an interview is to discuss rejected independent claim 1 and the references used to 
reject those claims in an effort to identify allowable subject matter. 

In the interview, I would like to discuss the following issues: 

1 , The rejection of independent claim 1 : 

In the Office Action of May 11, 2004, it is asserted that the Pelletier reference 
teaches the display of standard caller ID information (i.e., directory information; See Col. 
9 7 lines 25-44). However, Applicant's understanding of Pelletier is that the reference 
teaches the display of non-standard caller ID information (i.e., information of interest 
such as weather, financial market data, time/temperature, sporting event results, etc.). 
Moreover, the Latter reference teaches away from a system including both audio and 
visual caller ID as the Latter reference specifically indicates that the audio information is 
only provided in the event standard caller ID is not available (i.e., blocked, unavailable or 
incomplete). Therefore, there is no motivation for someone using the invention of Latter 
to include a standard visual caller ED feature with the audio feature. 



Sincerely, 



Alton Hornsby, III 
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